io (<iuj.n ohea Iroi.i Iddaberg-: ii.p-)a,.ls, JPK and iCiiig assassination records 

Uolxb.;ratcneG;j of ij ipropor FBI nitliiioldings; / ■' f 

V/itliliolding's of tlio public doiuiiiri; 

"iJatioiial Seourity" cla^as for the public doi.iain; 

Refusal to cojisult indices in processing records; 

Works]i(ji;ts Oil an; [irocossing of Dallas and Now Uiioians records (U.A.s 78-0249. 
lQr-Oyi2 ;md 78-0420); - ' 

Appeals (iucludino; PA) related to Robert liaffica 

While uliat folJ.ovjs adds to wlmt I have previously i.iformed you relating to JFK 
assassination records in general it is applicable to the FBI's non-compliances in the King 
case and in particular to its continuing pretenses of a) not having indices and b) refusing 
to consult its indic.n (Lmd those I tried to provide it for use in processing King records 
only to have it persist in its refusal thi^ough the entire processing) 

Ihe inevitable result was pormeatin;; withholding of wliat is within the public HriTncjn ^ 

Soiiie tome ago 1 gave you copies of FBI worksheets on vdiich it had already wi'thheld, 
under a variety of onbirely spurious claiins, the idcJhtical information published in 
facsimile by the Warren Coirmassion in 1964, 

'Has is to say, as I have told you often enough, tliat the document released in its 
entirety prior to tlio enqptrnent of FOIA, was expurgated under FOIA under phoney and utw 
necessary claiins to exemption. 

'Hii.., of course , also rrmkes it clear that tho historical case dotemlnations are 
rwt intended s riousl.y (uid cortain^rc not token seilouoly by the FBI, wliich contl^M to 
thu tho toil wagglii;: Uio FUIA dog witliin tlio hupartmunt. 

As undeterred by fac^t ^and truth as it is by law tlie FBI has made and has not with- ' 
drawn a long serious of sLw^re presentations to a nu.b.r of courts, leading to mis- 
representations and ot?ier untrutliful proffers to courts by Department cqunsel. 

Earlier^today I wrote you after reading a copy of a list of House assassins committee 
exhibits, idMx includciFuI records still withheld from me in both King and Kennedy cases ^ i 
even FBI photographs tho FBI claimed it had to witldiold under claim to copyright, a 
matter now before the appeals court. Despite all the assurances to both district ^d 
appeals courts by the D partment and the FBI copies of House comi dttee copies of FBI 
copies of those photographs can now be purchased in .hington from wlrnt calls itself 
the Assassination Iihoiiiation Bureau. R;cently I obtainc-’ a copy of tliiir list of such 
ofiferings. 

Also in yesterday's liiail was a response from one to whom I had eent a copy of 105- 
8^555-2922 so tliat, among; other tilings, I might obtain more i^onnation for you regarding 
the apiieal to which I attached a copy of this ex^gatecKsgaSia. I.ini'ormed you it had to 
relate to Robert Ivafllcn, tliat I had met him and liad doubts about Mm, I told you he 
connected with a study group run by Verb, of the Han Francisco area. 

The information I ]u..ve received is tliat Kaffka disclosed to Ms then associates a 
relationsMp with tho FBI not explicitly defined in wliat vias sent me. Or, froa pftinp tiffla 
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in the Icito lyGOs ou^tliu iuil’J'laa.-i’i)I rulationsliip luia boon publicly luiown# 

1 I io\« roicr ]/ou ai,j;iiu to tiic pub.tx;']icd r'icords oi' the Warren Conij isoionj VoluiDS 24# 
Exliibit bb yi 21 • It j.c a lou(_,' bbl LIli froiu yhj.ch the i'BI omitted any file number# X 
thus cannot cite it from tlio records provided to me, if it has been provided at all# I 
also cnimot tiivo you oihcr dotuils of vn.tlilioldings from it under various contrilied and 
baocles;! claims to c.u.jiijvtion# (Choclcin;; it might be iiiteresting, however, if you will ** 
be ^ 1(1 enough to provide thu citation and if the Ffll is unwilling to do the checking.lt 
can h/ardly do such chccld-ug and file Surmnary Judgement motions, however, can it?) 

Tlio Comiidssion jjublished tliis very long LHtl in facsimile, tvro pages pages to a flingle 
printed page, beginning on printod page 570# The FBI titled this lengtliy memoranduifi. with 
the ultiLiatc in infoxTiiativcneas and brevi^; "I£B HARVEY OSWUAIJ)#" The date ia S/l^64# 
Beginning on page 159 of the memo, printed page 649, you will find that what was 
withiield in the 19^7 processing undi:r FOIA by the PB!^ was disclosed and published in 1964 
with the disclosure tlioni prior to any FOIA, by order of both the Director and Att 03 ?niey 
General# Specifically including ICafflca* s name# This is a paraphrase of the expuragted 
Serial, with tliu inf on ;.ition iiicludoi.' in the parphrase being identical, even to the data 
in Eexico City and of tho liexico Legat's communications# Ft/ih /WPJ 

With this as atill another of tlie many examples I liave provided I believe it is 
necessary in both caso;; to have all tho ^kjxico Legal* s records in both cases ssnt to 
Washington for release part^ of the historical case processing and in compliaaos with 
my requests and litigation# 

Hot tliat I have a/y reason to believe the Department cares or as a matter of policy 
wants anything but vjliat it helps tlic FBI get avay. with in these FOIA, cases ; «nd not that I 
have any re-ason to believe tiiat Det>artmont cousel is unavjare if even innocent} but I do 
believe tliat I have the obligation of lottjjig someone in the vast Department bureaucracy 
know that it lias made false representations to a court with regard to this matter and on 
the b sis of false representation lias procured Summary Judgement* 

Your »ppB(iMife“action on rny appeal relating to tlie worksheets appears to have been 
limitid to reading tho ontries made on them, not the legitimacy of the entries# Entries 
were made covci-iiig the processing of tho Kaffka records, among many of wliich the identical 
iiaporopcr processing is -daoMK characteristic# Tills amounts to rubber-stamping# 

Rubber-stamp or ilo L -l have fileii a large number of individual ap ^eals that ought not 
be jj^difficult to process, are long overdue even in backlog terms and are involved in cases 
currently before courts. So once again I ask when I uiayjcxipect any of these to be acted on# 
Ydm uay or may not rciuombcr it but in apj:iealing national security claims I have often 
alleged that wliat thcu.ij claiias are really intended to do is withhold from the country in- 
formation tliat i.. well laiown to other gpvoi-nments and their intelligence agencies# 






Tlio list of IIoix.0 ;issau!;.ins cohii.dtteo exhibits provides information relevant to 
my old ap «al of ot^icr uitlilicld kexico City Legat information* In general the subject fli 
is included witliin tin; pi.u'poses or ostensible purposes of tliis i^B long 5/18/64 memo* 

It h.'id to do survoilltmcon on uldch Osvjald was allegedly picked up - electtonio 

aiid photographic. 

I bi.ij.ove I referred to published iid'ormation not lindted to writers who were former 
intelligence agonts lii.o PldUdps ;md //unt. I told you tliat neither the electronic nor 
phototpraphic surveillaxicos were not well and publicly lcnown» witliholdings being from 
Aermictmc only, 

Amoiig the exhibits published by the House comjidttoe, from the list I have just rMtdf' 
is Cluban govimimcnt pliotogj/aphs of Araciican agents making such photographs in Mexico Citjrl 
It vms well enou'H luiown for the Cubans to photograph themselves being photographed 
and they gave copies of thedr photographs to the House committee* 

If the Cart e G-overnment is tlds well infoaimed, naturally "national security" oonslsta 
in v;itliliolding what ^astro has pictures of from the American people, particularly 
who valte to ini'orm tjt , jxjople mad those; who research into the functioning of the insti*» 
tutions of the Amcilcion duvernment* 




